BISMARCK

if he had not too much income by 30,000 reichsthalers;
therein lies the source of disobedience/ Had I become
his minister, I should have been more exposed to this
conception than any one, because he looked upon me as
his foster-son, and looked on unconditional ( obedience' as
the most essential element in my royalism. Every inde-
pendent opinion from me would have estranged him; even
my objection to definitely undertaking the post at Vienna
had seemed to him as a sort of felony. Two years later I
had to make an experience of the kind, the effects of which
lasted long.

My frequent summonses to Berlin were not always
caused by foreign politics, but from time to time by occur-
rences in the Diet to which I had been elected on Oct.
13, 1851, at the fresh election which had been rendered
necessary by my appointment as envoy.

When the question of the alteration of the first Cham-
ber into the House of Lords was under discussion, I
received the following communication from Manteuffel
dated April 20, 1852: * Bunsen is always urging the
King towards the peerage. He asserts that it is the belief
of the greatest statesmen in England that the continent
will in a few years fall into two divisions : (a) Protestant
states with a constitutional system upborne by the pillar
of the peerage; (b) Catholic-jesuitic-democratic-absolutist
states. In the last category he places Austria, France,
and Russia. I consider this quite erroneous. No such
categories exist. Every state has its own particular course
of development. Frederick William I was neither Cath-
olic nor democratic, only absolutist. But such statements